Book Reviews assessed but on the whole rejected; aspiration was still abjured a century or so later, coming into more general favour only in the latter half of the nineteenth century.
Dr. Jarcho has made available an admirable review, critical and well documented, of the state of knowledge at the time. Since the understanding of hydrothorax requires an integrated appreciation of the physiology and pathology of the respiratory and circulatory systems, any contemporary account affords insight into the degree of assimilation into clinical concepts and practice of new developments in these areas; in the present treatise, the circulation of the blood, for example, emerges as having had little impact. It is therefore to be hoped that Dr. Jarcho will continue his series of studies on this theme, perhaps through the widely quoted but relatively inaccessible observations of Vieussens and Albertini, to the emergence of modern concepts. Indeed, since Dr. Jarcho himself has so clearly indicated the historical potential of hydrothorax, he has little alternative! BRYAN GANDEVIA Clearly Professor Rather has now in this book presented some of the fascinating and complex background upon which his lecture was based. However, in doing so the emphasis of the subject has in fact shifted from its focal point of William Addison to a study of an important aspect of the micropathology of inflammation as it evolved during the first half of the nineteenth century. The multitudinous conflicting views of the pathology of inflammation at that time comprise so unwieldy a subject that the ingenious technique of dissecting, isolating and presenting one aspect of it justifies itself by giving a thread upon which to crystallise the story. Told with verve and zest, the story holds our attention to the end and is more reminiscent of the feeling derived from fiction than from a meticulous, carefully balanced account of a complex micropathological evolution of events such as that here presented. This feeling arises from a factor which might at first sight be thought to produce the very opposite effect-Professor Rather's conscientious avoidance of one of 'the besetting sins' of historians of medicine and science in studying, 'past science not on its own terms, but rather as if our present body of knowledge had absolute value.' The avoidance of this sin can only be achieved by the historian's saturation in the ideas of the period about which he is writing. Such saturation, though a joyful experience to a dedicated historian, unhappily but rarely communicates as much joyful appreciation to his readers. Professor Rather has been indubitably successful in leaping this difficult hurdle with his fluent narrative skill. It is significant that he should have chosen to preface his book with a passage from George Eliot's Middlemarch. For his book illustrates one of those revisions of explanations 'already vibrating along many currents of the European mind' with which Lydgate was enamoured.
Although the name of Addison is understandably included in the title of the work, it 210
